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Applicant(s) 
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All Participants: 

(1) David D. Le . 

(2) Harold ft Brown III . 

Date of Interview: 20 August 2007 



Status of Application: 

(3) _ ■ 

(4) . 

Time: 



Type of Interview: 

^ Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes ^ No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 



Parti. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
None 

Claims discussed: 
1 and 7 

Prior art documents discussed: 
None 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

Applicants' attorney authorizes examiner to amend the instant application as set forth in the attached Office action, under 
subheading "Examiner's Amendment". 

Part III. 

^ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 



(Examiner/SPE Signature) (Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must b* m»h. „, w 
A complete written statement as to the substance of anv face-to-faci. virf« n '"wrview Must be Made of Record 

application whether or no. an agreement vvlthX^ 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph'(b) 



All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be S S^?,^ Wi,in 9- 
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent ana TrademarOffbe vS« K* 9 ?*^ ° f app,icanls or ,heir a «<""^ or agents at the Patent and 
any alieged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in ralaSon ^ 

incomplete^ JJJJ bas *« -usiveiy on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 

which bear directly on the question of patentability. ponsioimy to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

interviewb^^ 
substance of an interview^ 

Xontent^^ hand portion of the fi,e, and listed on the 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video«onfe?enc ™£SfS? (W ° r agent) at ,he 

ether with or pnor to the next official communication. If additional correspondent^ * ^ 1 ap u pl,cant s correspondence address 

crcumsfances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the - » °<ner 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information- 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

" An h tT 0 Whet ^ r ° r n0t 3n eXhiblt W3S Sh0wn or a demonstration conSucteT ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if <:n a Haciw.^ ^ *u 

attach™! 01 a cop, of .mend™,!. « cSSSS * W™ XS.f £,! T" " *" ■*■«»« <"»» ha b, 

not rastrtct Mtaf actlod by lb. oxamlnor to™ cdSf ™ ak >™W« Nolo. Agroemenl as lo ollowobln, |o ,.„„„„ ,' nd does 

- Th. osnote old,. o„ mto »l»condool M th. w.mow (,l Fotnt Is.M ,„ „oo„ m o„, ,o , ^ otto, Moot) 

should j. Siss^a:^ e:;3s, sr/r^ - ■* - — — » 
s-SSESS^s.^^---.-- - 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) an identification of.the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discuss „„i« e « , h 

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner oslan " v e nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 

5) a briefidentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate A im^Iw ^ 

required. The identification of the arguments is ffie^ftTgeni^SS «.!5S Wd6, f 0n ° f ,he ar9Umen,s is not 
examiner can be understood in the context of the applfeatio file 0 ^course the annill/lVT'f al ar 9 uments ™«* to the 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or mioh be nersua^ m »k PP ^ dSS ' re '° em P hasi " and fully 
6 a general indication of any other pertinent matters dilcussed and PerSUas,Ve ,0 the exam ' ner > 

7) ihe?^ 

accurate, , E h=e?w« 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

pat*, tacotding th. subst.nc. « th. Inta»i.„ alono »Sh th, d.t. SEX. ! USte P 0Kr « •» 



